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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This application has been examined. The RCE and amendment filed 1/31/08 
have been entered. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nelson et al (2004/0165012) and Vale (2005/0022140). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Nelson et al show a method comprising: 

generating a one-dimensional navigation structure for an organization of information 
(abstract, para 10), the navigation structure comprising a plurality of elements, each 
element representing a portion of information (Figure 2, 3, 4); detecting a command 
indicating selection of one of the elements in the navigation structure and determining 
whether the selected element has at least one associated element (para 1 7, 1 9, Nelson 
et al show the concept of cascading menu); and if the selected element has at least one 
associated element, modifying the navigation structure by deleting the non-selected 
elements from the navigation structure and adding the elements associated with the 
selected element to the navigation structure (para 17, 19, 23). Nelson et al do not go 
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into the details of visually presenting information in a compact display space, with the 
method thereby conserving the display space while continuing to represent the 
information organization, but do mention efficiently presenting information in a variety of 
display space types. Furthermore, Vale does show visually presenting information in a 
compact display space, with the method thereby conserving the display space while 
continuing to represent the information organization, for efficient presentation in a 
variety of display space types (Figures 2, 6, para 10, 25, 36, 47, 48). Vale also brings 
out how the compact display is very common and typical for many devices. It would 
have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have this in Nelson et al, 
because it would provide an efficient way to present information in a typical and 
common display type. 



5. Regarding claim 2, Nelson et al show generating a one-dimensional navigation 
structure for an organization of information comprises generating a user interface 
comprising a navigation portion, the navigation portion comprising the elements (see 
again Figures 2-4, para 10). 

6. Regarding claim 3, Nelson et al show deleting the non-selected elements and 
adding the elements associated with the selected element comprises placing at least 
part of one of the associated elements in navigation portion space that was occupied by 
one of the non-selected elements or the selected element (para 17, 19, 20 - this is what 
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happens when the offset is small and the associated elements overlap or almost 
essentially replace the non-selected elements). 

7. Regarding claim 4, the navigation portion comprises a horizontal 
navigation bar (Nelson et al - note horizontal motion to navigate to the associated 
elements, Figures 3, 4, para 20). 

8. Regarding claim 5, the user interface comprises a graphical user interface (again 
Nelson et al para 10, Figures 2-4). 

9. Regarding claim 6, Nelson et al show altering the presentation of the selected 

element so that the element is presented dissimilarly to the added elements (this is 
accomplished through the highlighting, see Nelson et al Figure 4, para 20, 21 for 
example). 

1 0. Regarding claim 7, adding the elements associated with the 

selected element comprises appending the associated elements to the selected 
element (Nelson et al Figures 3, 4, para 16, 24). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 8, Nelson et al show performing a function or presenting 

data represented by the selected element if the selected element does not have at least 
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12. Regarding claim 9, Nelson et al show detecting a command indicating selection 
of one of the added elements in the navigation structure, determining whether the 
selected added element has at least one associated element, and if the selected added 
element has at least one associated element, modifying the navigation structure by 
deleting the non-selected added elements from the navigation structure and adding the 
elements associated with the selected added element to the navigation structure (para 
19, 24, 25, consider the offset being 0% for example). 

1 3. Regarding claim 1 0, Nelson et al show altering the presentation of the selected 
added element in the navigation structure so that the element is presented dissimilarly 
to the added elements (again note the highlighting. Figure 4, para 20, 21). 

14. Regarding claim 1 1 , Nelson et al show detecting a command indicating selection 
of a previously selected element in the navigation structure and modifying the 
navigation structure by deleting elements added after the selected previously selected 
element from the navigation structure and adding elements associated with the selected 
previously selected element to the navigation structure (para 19, 24, 25, consider here 
too the offeet being 0% for example). 
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1 5. Claims 1 2-1 3, 1 5-20 show the same features as claims 1 -3, 6, 8-1 1 respectively, 
and are rejected for the same reasons. 

1 6. Regarding claim 1 4, Nelson et al show the display device coupled to the 
processor, the display device operable to visually present the navigation structure; and 
a user input device coupled to the processor, the user input device operable to detect 
the command indicating selection of one of the elements (para 2, 3, Figures 2-4). 

1 7. Claims 21 -28 show the same features as claims 1 -3, 6, 8-1 1 respectively, and 
are rejected for the same reasons. 

1 8. Claims 29-35 show the same features as claims 1,6,3, 8-1 1 respectively ,and 
are rejected for the same reasons. 

19. Regarding claim 36, in addition to that mentioned for claim 1 , Nelson et al show 
that the associated elements are a second level within the hierarchy (para 17, 19, 24 
for example). 

20. Regarding claim 37, in addition to that mentioned for claim 36, this shows the 
same features as claim 8 and is rejected for the same reasons as those for claim 36 
and claim 8 combined. 
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21 . Regarding claim 38, in addition to that mentioned for claim 36, Nelson et al show 
the third and multiple levels of hierarchy (para 24, 25). 

22. Regarding claim 39, in addition to that mentioned for claim 36, this shows the 
same features as claim 6 and is rejected for the same reasons as those for claim 36 
and claim 6 combined. 

23. Regarding claim 40, in addition to that mentioned for claim 36, this shows the 
same features as claim 9 and is rejected for the same reasons as those for claim 36 
and claim 9 combined. 

24. Claim 41 shows the same features as claims 1 , 3, 6, 8-1 1 combined, and is 
rejected for the same reasons as for those claims combined. 

25. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

26. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven P. Sax whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Steven P Sax/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



